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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 


Coming to a Sheriff’s Office 
Near You 

By Chuck Baldwin 

On the front cover of 
Washington State’s August 2015 
“Inlander” magazine, Spokane County 
Sheriff Ozzie Knezovich is shown hands 
on hips standing on top of the “Don’t 
Tread On Me” (Gadsden) flag. The title 
of the article is “Daring To Tread.” 

The sheriff verbalized opinions 
that “constitutionalists” are threats to the 
sheriff’s office, the federal government, 
and to the country itself. Sheriff 
Knezovich even went so far as to 
compare “constitutionalists” with the 
terror group ISIS. A deputy indicated 
that the presence of armed 
"constitutionalists" in the county was the 
principal reason why the sheriffs office 
was amassing military equipment. When 
asked who he was referring to, Sheriff 
Knezovich named Washington State 
Representative Matt Shea and Texas 
talk show host Alex Jones 

Writing for lnfoWars.com, 
Mikael Thalen reports, “Knezovich’s 
statement refers to footage released by 
Infowars last December which 
highlighted unsettling comments made 
by a Spokane sheriff’s deputy as he 
stood next to the department’s mine- 
resistant ambush protected military 
vehicle (MRAP). After a local resident 
approached and questioned law 
enforcement’s need for military 
hardware, the deputy immediately used 
‘constitutionalists’ with ‘firearms’ as 
justification. 

“‘I mean, we’ve got a lot of 
constitutionalists and a lot of people that 
stockpile weapons, lots of ammunition,’ 
the deputy said. They have weapons 
here locally.’” 

“Instead of apologizing for the 
comments made by his deputy, Sheriff 
Knezovich essentially blamed Infowars, 


claiming that the quote was taken out of 
context while failing to explain how such 
a brazen statement could be taken for 
anything other than its face value," 
noted Infowars’ Paul Joseph Warren. 

Rep. Shea expressed outrage 
at Knezovich’s latest comments and 
also the article’s analysis on a local 
pastor. 

“‘I fought Islamic terrorists on 
the ground in Iraq face-to-face,’ Shea 
said. ‘I lost a man-who was a Christian 
and who would have fit the Sheriff’s 
definition of a constitutionalist-under my 
command fighting Islamic terrorists.’ 

“‘It is outrageous to compare 
constitutionalists and Christians to ISIS! 
We believe in freedom. We believe in 
liberty. A value set that is rooted in the 
Judeo-Christian tradition. ISIS is 
anathema to those things. I call on every 
Christian and constitutionalist in this 
country to demand an apology from this 
Sheriff for his outrageous comments 
and demand his immediate 
resignation.’” 

Readers should know that 
Representative Shea served in the U.S. 
Army with combat tours, in Bosnia as a 
platoon leader, and in Baghdad, Iraq, as 
a company commander. Matt was 
awarded a Bronze Star, Meritorious 
Service Medal, and Combat 
Infantryman’s Badge along with other 
awards and commendations. Matt was 
also rated the top Captain in his 
Battalion. 

Unfortunately, Sheriff 

Knezovich is illustrative of the 
propaganda that local and State police 
agencies and sheriffs offices are 
receiving from the Department of 
Homeland Security (DHS). Working in 
tandem with the ultra-left wing hate 
group, the Southern Poverty Law 
Center, DHS constantly feeds anti¬ 
conservative, anti-constitutionalist, anti¬ 


patriot, anti-Christian, anti-veterans 
propaganda to local police agencies via 
its numerous “fusion centers” across the 
country.... 

How does it happen that local 
sheriff’s deputies can relate people who 
support the Constitution of the United 
States to Islamic terrorists? And tell me 
again what it was that those deputies 
and police officers swore an oath to, if it 
wasn’t the Constitution of the United 
States? -August 27, 2015 

Sheriff Stands Guard to 
Ensure Veteran’s Guns Aren’t 
Confiscated 

BOISE, Idaho (AP) — Idahoans lined 
up outside a Navy veteran’s house on 
Thursday to protest claims that federal 
officials are planning on confiscating 
the man’s weapons. 

Republican state Rep. 
Heather Scott said the Veteran Affairs 
office has sent a letter to John Arnold 
of Priest River warning him that he 
cannot possess or purchase firearms. 

The protest attracted 
roughly 100 people, among them 
Bonner County Sheriff Daryl Wheeler 
who promised to stand guard against 
any federal attempts to remove 
Arnold’s guns. 

“I took an oath to uphold the 
U.S. Constitution and uphold the laws 
of Idaho,” Wheeler said. “This seemed 
appropriate to show my support. I was 
going to make sure Mr. Arnold’s rights 
weren’t going to be breached.” 

Scott helped sink legislation 
that would have put Idaho in 
compliance with federal child support 
laws. At threat of losing millions of 
federal dollars and resources, the 
Idaho Legislature met for a special 
session, and finally passed the 
legislation. 







VA spokesman Bret Bowers 
confirmed a letter had been sent to 
Arnold from the VA’s benefits office in 
Salt Lake City, but that VA policy 
prohibits discussing individual health 
records without consent. 

“We don’t send officers to 
confiscate weapons. We are about 
providing health care to veterans,” he 
said. 

Currently, the VA can bar 
veterans from purchasing guns if they 
are declared incompetent. Most 
recently, Sen. John Cornyn (R-TX) 
proposed legislation that would require 
court action before barring gun 
purchases by veterans declared 
incompetent. 

“Sometimes the VA sends 
out a letter,” said Bryan Hult, veteran 
services officer for Bonner County. 
“Especially if a veteran has dementia 
... and a fiduciary has to be appointed 
to manage finances like a pension and 
income. You wouldn’t want that person 
to be in possession of a gun." 

— www.theblaze.com Aug. 7, 2015 

The Climate Alarm Industry Is 
Scientifically Bankrupt 

By Larry Bell 

Climate science has become 
a politically-corrupted, agenda-driven, 
federally-beholden science-industrial 
complex, akin to the military-industrial 
complex that President Eisenhower 
warned about in his 1961 farewell 
address. 

As he stated: “The prospect of 
the nation’s scholars by Federal 
employment, project allocations, and 
the power of money is ever present — 
and is gravely to be regarded. Yet, in 
holding scientific research and 
discovery in respect, as we should, we 
must also be alert to equal and 
opposite danger that public policy could 
itself become the captive of scientific- 
technological elite.” 

Estimating that as many as 
half of all medical studies are wrong, 
Editor-in-Chief Richard Horton of The 
Lancet, a leading peer-reviewed 
international medical journal notes that 
medical science “has taken a turn 
towards darkness." 

He attributes this to research 
“afflictions,” failings which infect many 
U.S. and U.N. Intergovernmental Panel 
on Climate Change (IPCC) reports. 

Included are small sample 
sizes, tiny effects, invalid exploratory 
analyses, and flagrant conflicts of 
interest, together with an obsession for 
pursuing fashionable trends. 

As in the case of highly 
sensationalized IPCC reporting, Dr. 


Horton admits that scientific journal 
editors “aid and abet the worst 
behaviors” in order to gain a maximum 
“impact factor.” 

He charges that “In their quest 
for telling a compelling story, scientists 
too often sculpt data to fit their theory of 
the world.” 

A May 22 New York Times 
article agrees. Titled “What’s Behind 
Big Science Frauds?” authors Adam 
Marcus and Ivan Oransky discuss how 
leading scientific journals have been 
duped into publishing bogus studies 
which reference nonexistent data. 

Again, this results from 
pressure to double down on that all- 
important “impact factor” of influence 
determined by the likelihood studies will 
be referenced in subsequent 
“downstream” articles. 

Given that most all climate 
research funding comes from public 
alarm-dependent agenda-driven 

government sponsors, and their 
ideological green activist acolytes, 
there should be little surprise that so 
many researchers bend objectivity and 
science to oblige. 

As the late Stephen Schneider 
who authored important parts of three 
U.N. IPCC reports explained, "like most 
people, we’d like to see the world a 
better place, which in this context 
translates into our working to reduce 
the risk of potentially disastrous climatic 
change.” 

Schneider argued that, “To do 
that, we need to get some broad-based 
support, to capture the public’s 
imagination. That, of course, entails 
getting loads of media coverage. So we 
have to offer up scary scenarios, make 
simplified, dramatic statements, and 
make little mention of the doubts we 
might have. Each of us has to decide 
what the right balance is between being 
effective and being honest.” 

Very recent evidence of this 
agenda-driven “biased finger on the 
scales” balancing problem is revealed 
by attempts of National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration scientists 
to re-write surface temperature records 
prior to the late 1990s downward and 
inflate temperatures since then, in 
order to tell the warming alarm story 
they wanted. 

More accurate atmospheric 
satellite data reveals that there has 
been no statistically significant global 
warming over the past 18 years and 
counting. 

After global warming (which 
hasn’t occurred since today’s high 
school students were born) was 
rebranded as “climate change” (which it 
always does), Obama administration 


alarm sirens now warn us about an 
“extreme weather” trend attributed to 
human C02 emissions. 

Yet simple fact checking 
would show that it’s been nearly a 
decade since the last major hurricane 
named Wilma made landfall in the U.S. 
in 2005. Meanwhile, tornadoes, 
droughts, wildfires — along with polar 
ice and sea levels — are in line with or 
improving in regard to historic trends. 

Prominent University of 
Manchester professor emeritus of 
chemical thermodynamics and Fellow 
of the Royal Society of Chemistry 
Leslie Woodcock blames powerful 
green lobbies for creating a “do-good 
industry” premised upon unwarranted 
climate alarm. 

As he told Britain’s Yorkshire 
Evening Post: “If you talk to real 
scientists who have no political 
interests, they will tell you there is 
nothing in global warming. It’s an 
industry which creates vast amounts of 
money for some people.” 

My friend, former EPA analyst 
Alan Carlin, who blew the whistle on 
IPCC junk science used to advance 
fossil fuel regulatory agendas observes 
that “The global warming scare is a 
textbook example of what can happen 
when politics and ideology guide 
environmental policy rather than 
science.” 

— newsmax.com 31 August 2015 

Larry Bell is an endowed 
professor of space architecture at the 
University of Houston. He is the author 
of “Scared Witless: Prophets and 
Profits of Climate Doom” (2015) and 
“Climate of Corruption: Politics and 
Power Behind the Global Warming 
Hoax” (2012). 

Surviving on the March 

ROSZKE, Hungary (AP) — To 
survive days on end of walking and 
improvised camping in harsh weather, 
migrants must concentrate on 
essentials: pain medicine, foot powder 
and first aid, food and personal hygiene 
items. The savviest have smartphones 
with backup battery power and SIM 
cards that work in the countries they're 
passing through. Otherwise, they can 
end up walking in circles without 
satellite navigation, particularly at night, 
when many travel to avoid police. 

-- September 1,2015 

GOP to attack climate pact 

Republican lawmakers are 
planning a wide-ranging offensive to 
undermine President Barack Obama's 
hopes of reaching an international 




climate change agreement that would 
cement his environmental legacy. 

The GOP strategy includes 
sowing doubts about Obama's climate 
policies at home and abroad, trying to 
block key environmental regulations, 
and challenging the legitimacy of the 
president's attempts to craft a global 
agreement without submitting a treaty 
to the Senate. 

Sen. Mitch McConnell warned 
foreign leaders last spring that "two- 
thirds of the U.S. federal government" 

— Congress and the Supreme Court — 
hasn't signed off on the president's 
plans. 

In Paris, representatives of 
nearly 200 nations will try to hammer 
out an agreement for curbing the 
greenhouse gas emissions blamed for 
warming the planet and boosting sea 
levels. The State Department is 
pushing for a political agreement that 
has buy-in from each country but won't 
carry the legal authority of a treaty — 
getting around the Constitution's 
requirement that treaties be ratified 
through a two-thirds vote in the Senate. 

Incensed by that workaround, 
GOP aides are consulting with legal 
scholars about whether they can insist 
that any climate deal come before the 
Senate. At the very least, that 
argument can highlight the fact that a 
non-ratified agreement won't bind 
Obama's successors. 

The political reality is that any 
pact coming from the Paris conference 
would be dead on arrival in the Senate 

— the very reason the administration 
doesn't plan to submit it there. 

Administration officials say 
they are confident that Republicans 
won't succeed in undermining the 
international agreement. 

Sen. Ed Markey (D-MA) said, 
"Climate deniers and opponents who 
send a 'can't do' message only 
undermine America's leadership. We’re 
crafting an agreement in Paris that 
includes all countries in the world doing 
their fair share to address global 
warming. We cannot let efforts to block 
action domestically derail an 
international victory." 

Jeremy Rabkin, a George 
Mason University professor who 
teaches international law, said Obama 
can't bind future presidents to the 
agreement if it isn't a treaty. 

- Politico, 09/07/15 

Pope Francis Libels Gun 
Owners 

By Larry Pratt 

The Pope has been taking aim 
at the Second Amendment for some 


time. Last year, he referred to arms 
makers as “merchants of death.” But 
now, in the wake of the Charleston 
church shooting, he has questioned the 
Christianity of manufacturers and 
owners of guns. 

“It makes me thing [of] people, 
managers, businessmen who call 
themselves Christian, and they 
manufacture weapons. That makes for 
a bit of distrust, doesn’t it?” the Pope 
said. “Duplicity is the currency of 
today...they say one thing and do 
another.” 

Is the Pope prepared to have 
the Swiss Guard that protects the 
Vatican send back their guns to the 
manufacturer? Are the manufacturers 
who supplied the arms to liberate 
Europe from the Nazis also not 
Christians? 

Should we condemn the 
manufacturer of the gun used by a 
wounded Dr. Lee Silverman last year at 
the Darby Hospital in Pennsylvania to 
shoot and stop a gunman who had 
already killed a colleague? 

Gun Owners of America has 
an article - at 

gunowners.org/fs9902.htm - entitled 
What Does the Bible Say about Gun 
Control? 

We hope the Pope will 
consider the mountain of Scripture that 
shows the Bible’s teaching that it is 
justifiable to use lethal force in self- 
defense. 

The Pope’s thinking ends with 
the good guys standing by - unless 
they have a badge - while the dirt bags 
rape, murder and steal. 

-- The Gun Owners September 8, 2015 

The Feds Need a Warrant to 
Spy with Stingrays 

By Kim Zetter 

On Thursday the Justice Department 
announced a policy requiring the FBI 
and other federal agents to obtain a 
search warrant before using 
stingrays—devices that simulate a cell 
phone tower in order to track the 
location of mobile phone users. 

The new policy forces 
prosecutors and investigators not only 
to obtain a warrant but also to disclose 
to judges that the specific technology 
they plan to use is a stingray, as 
opposed to another surveillance tool. 

Law enforcement agencies 
have been criticized for using the 
powerful technology without a warrant, 
and for telling courts that they planned 
to use a pen-register or trap-and-trace 
device to obtain location data on a 
suspect, rather than a stingray, which is 
much more invasive. 


Stingrays are mobile 
surveillance systems the size of a small 
briefcase that impersonate a legitimate 
cell phone tower in order to trick mobile 
phones and other mobile devices into 
connecting to them and revealing their 
unique ID and location. Stingrays emit 
a signal that is stronger than the signal 
of other cell towers in order to force 
mobile phones and other devices to 
establish a connection with them. 
Stingrays can then track the movement 
of the phone. 

Earlier this year, in a warrant 
application requesting approval to use 
a stingray, FBI Special Agent Michael 
A. Scimeca disclosed the disruptive 
capability of the devices to a judge. 

“Because of the way, the 
Mobile Equipment sometimes 
operates,” Scimeca wrote, “its use has 
the potential to intermittently disrupt 
cellular service to a small fraction of 
Sprint’s wireless customers within its 
immediate vicinity. Any potential 
service disruption will be brief and 
minimized by reasonably limiting the 
scope and duration of the use of the 
Mobile Equipment.” 

The new Justice Department 
policy allows for use of the devices 
without a search warrant in emergency 
situations when obtaining a warrant is 
not practical. But the DoJ will be 
required to report the number of times 
the technology is deployed under these 
exceptions. 

The policy requires federal law 
enforcement agents to delete all data 
the stingray collects “as soon as” it has 
located the device it’s tracking. This is 
particularly important in light of the fact 
that the devices collect data on all 
mobile devices in their vicinity, not just 
the mobile phone law enforcers are 
tracking. 

The policy does not cover 
local and regional law enforcement, 
who also use stingrays. 

— wired.com/2015/09/03 

House Republicans win a 
victory in a battle with Obama 

House Republicans have 
standing to proceed with a lawsuit 
against President Barack Obama's 
signature healthcare law, a federal 
judge said Wednesday, handing them a 
significant and somewhat unexpected 
victory in the ongoing legal battle. 

US District Court Judge 
Rosemary M. Collyer ruled against the 
Obama administration's motion to 
dismiss the case. Collyer said House 
Republicans do have the standing to 
pursue their challenge, which argues 
that the Obama administration violated 




the US Constitution by spending money 
on the law that had not been 
appropriated by Congress. 

That was a key question in the 
lawsuit, which the White House and 
House Democrats have continually 
dismissed as a "political stunt." 

In her ruling, Collyer rejected 
that argument, calling the House's 
challenge valid. 

"Despite its potential political 
ramifications, this suit remains a plain 
dispute over a constitutional command, 
of which the Judiciary has long been 
the ultimate interpreter," she wrote. 

The case centers on the more 
than $175 billion the administration will 
spend over the next decade under a 
cost-sharing program with health- 
insurance companies. The Obama 
administration has said it's spending 
previously allocated money. 

The attorney for the House, 
Jonathan Turley, called Collyer's 
decision "historic and profound." 

"The ruling today means that 
the House of Representatives now will 
be heard on an issue that drives to the 
very heart of our constitutional system: 
the control of the legislative branch 
over the power of the purse," he wrote 
in a statement posted to his website. 
"We remain confident that our position 
will ultimately prevail in establishing the 
unconstitutional conduct alleged in this 
lawsuit." 

House Speaker John Boehner 
(R-Ohio) said in a statement, "The 
president's unilateral change to 
Obamacare was unprecedented and 
outside the powers granted to his office 
under our Constitution. 

"I am grateful to the court for 
ruling that this historic overreach can 
be challenged by the coequal branch of 
government with the sole power to 
create or change the law. The House 
will continue our effort to ensure the 
separation of powers, as the Framers 
intended." 

— Business Insider, September 9, 2015 

Review: "The Triumph of the 
Gun-Rights Argument" 

Gun control evokes 
passions equaled by few other 
subjects. As this book shows, the 
debate over firearms begins with 
cultural values and extends into 
questions of constitutional rights, public 
health and safety, and politics. 
Examining its subject through the prism 
of the Sandy Hook shootings, author 
Harry L. Wilson looks at the influence 
of elected officials, the courts, interest 
groups, and average citizens in 
shaping gun-control laws. It shares poll 


results detailing what the public really 
thinks about guns and why, and it 
explains the various components of 
gun policy and policymaking to show 
how they come together to form the 
current reality. 

While small skirmishes about 
the right to bear arms will continue for 
some time, the author, a self-described 
"gun-owning academic," asserts that 
changing public opinion, Supreme 
Court decisions, dominance of gun- 
rights interest groups, the Democratic 
Party's virtual withdrawal from the 
discussion, and a declining violent- 
crime rate have formed a perfect storm, 
resulting in the effective end of the gun 
control debate. This assertion and the 
thoughtful examination that leads to it 
will be of equal interest to those 
engaged in the argument and those 
researching it for the first time. 

-- Amazon.com book blurb, 9/17/15 

How to Improve Accuracy 
without Firing a Single Shot 

By Kitty 

Do you get to the gun range 
as often as you would like? If you’re 
like most people, your schedule simply 
doesn’t allow it. 

But that’s okay. There’s a 
way to practice, without buying extra 
products, without leaving your home, 
without firing a single round! The best 
competitive marksmen use this 
method. It’s simple, and it produces 
better results than target shooting at 
the range. 

Do your shots hit below the 
bullseye? You’re probably flinching; 
you can fix it with dry fire practice. Do 
you pull to one side while you’re 
squeezing the trigger? The penny drill 
will help. 

At home you can set up dry 
fire drills and practice drawing and 
aiming from a holster, finding your sight 
picture and honing in on your target as 
it becomes second nature. 

Since dry firing has no 
recoil, you’re going to build the habit of 
keeping your sights on target even after 
pulling the trigger. Better follow-through 
means faster and more accurate 
shooting. 

Of course, any time you’re 
handling firearms, you MUST observe 
the rules of gun safety. Even unloaded, 
NEVER point a gun at anything you 
don’t want to shoot - treat ‘safe muzzle 
direction’ like it’s your religion with no 
exceptions. Make sure you’re not 
aiming at a wall where there might be 
people on the other side. 

Also, when you practice dry 
firing, there should be no ammunition in 


the room. Imagine you finished 
practicing for the day, reloaded your 
gun...but a few minutes later you forget 
that you did it, because you reload 
every night. So, thinking you’ll just get 
in a bit more practice, you pull the 
trigger, expecting the little ‘click’ instead 
of the loud ‘BANG’ that actually erupts 
from the barrel. - Yes, it’s possible. In 
fact, we know someone to whom that 
has happened. 

The goal here is to build 
habits. Repeat these drills regularly, 
and eventually they’re going to become 
like second nature. 

Not all guns can be dry 
fired. Rimfire ,22’s should never be dry 
fired, since it can damage the firing 
mechanism. If you’re unsure if your gun 
is safe to dry fire, check your owner’s 
manual or go on-line. 

Okay, so you’ve unloaded 
your gun and put all of its ammunition 
in another room. You’ve verified that 
your gun can be dry fired safely. You’re 
ready to improve your accuracy and 
speed by practicing at home. What 
now? 

It’s time to practice! These 
instructions are written for handguns, 
but you can dry fire many rifles, too. 
Here are 3 drills that we recommend for 
new and experienced shooters alike: 

1) The Basic. This is to 
shorten the time it takes you to get your 
sights on target, and perfect your 
follow-through. It’s the simplest, easiest 
way to shoot more accurately, and it’s a 
good starting place for shooters who’ve 
never fired a gun. 

Pick a point in a safe 
direction, or tape a target to the wall (in 
a safe direction). Get a comfortable grip 
on your gun and stand in a relaxed 
stance with your elbows straight and 
your muzzle pointing at the ground or 
some other safe direction. Practice 
disengaging the safety as you raise 
and aim. As soon as you have a clear 
sight picture and you’re aimed directly 
at the point or bullseye, ‘fire’, without 
moving the sights off the target, being 
certain that had a bullet been fired, it 
would have been a perfect shot. Return 
to your starting position and repeat. If 
your gun is semi-automatic, you’ll 
probably have to cycle it manually 
between ‘shots.’ 

You can vary The Basic to 
practice one-handed and weak-hand 
shooting. Adjust your stance 
appropriately and go for it! This will 
result in a steadier hand, with less 
shaking and movement as you hold 
your sights on target. 

2) The Draw: [Omitted: Ed.] 

3) The Penny Drill: Nothing 
fixes flinching, anticipation, and drift like 




The Penny Drill, which creates a rock¬ 
steady grip and infallible accuracy. 

Balance a penny flat across 
the front sight. Grip the gun with one or 
both hands and extend your arm. 
Keeping the penny balanced on the 
front sight (or on the end of your 
muzzle if your sight makes penny¬ 
balancing impossible), fix your sights 
on target and pull the trigger. The 
penny should remain balanced on the 
front sight. 

We know these things look 
way too simple, but often, the simplest 
solutions are the best. A little bit of 
home-based practice, and you’ll be the 
top gun at your local range in just a few 
weeks. 

- www.gadsdengunblog.com August 
20,2015 

Mass public shootings 
becoming more common 

By Anjali Shastry 

Mass public shootings have 
become more frequent and more 
deadly in recent years, the 
Congressional Research Service 
concluded in a report that could reignite 
the Capitol Hill debate over stiffer 
controls on firearms. 

Deaths and wounds are up, 
reaching an average of more than 
seven victims killed and more than six 
wounded in shootings from 2010 
through 2013. That is up from an 
average of about six deaths and five 
wounded per incident in the 1980s, the 
CRS said in the report, released late 
last week. 

It also shows the frequency 
has increased to 74 days between 
incidents this decade, compared with 
282 days between killings in the 1970s, 
reported the report authors, William J. 
Krause and Daniel J. Richardson. 

Mass public attacks are 
back in the news after high-profile 
shooting sprees this year in Charleston, 
South Carolina, where a historically 
black church was the target, and in 
Chattanooga, Tennessee, where 
military facilities came under fire. 

The researchers broke 
down the data by decade, and 
concluded that things are getting worse 

— though the rise isn’t as bad as it was 
several decades ago. 

They defined a mass public 
shooting as when four or more people 
are killed in a single incident involving 
guns in a public place, such as a 
workplace or a school. It does not 
include family-related mass shootings 
or crime-related mass shootings. 

John R. Lott Jr., president 
of the Crime Prevention Research 


Center, disputed the statistical 
significance of the data, questioning 
whether it was possible to draw 
conclusions about the frequency and 
lethality of shootings over time. 

The worst mass public 
murders — those with victims in the 
double digits, such as the 2012 
elementary school shooting in 
Newtown, Connecticut, which resulted 
in 26 dead — have happened 13 times 
since 1966, 7 between 2007 and 2013, 
the other six spread over the previous 
four decades. 

The researchers also found 
that most mass murderers suffered 
from some mental instability, though 
they usually weren’t flagged by mental 
health specialists or law enforcement. 
And military-style rifles were used in 18 
of the 66 mass public shootings in the 
most recent 15-year period. 

Congress could consider 
advising federal agencies like the FBI 
and the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, 
Firearms and Explosives to improve 
gun-related mass murder data 
collection, the report suggested. 

One recent proposal was to 
prevent Social Security beneficiaries 
lacking the mental capacity to manage 
their own affairs from owning guns, a 
plan Republicans have lambasted for 
what they see as an inaccurate 
connection between financial 
competence and gun safety. 

President Obama said it 
was “distressing” he has been unable 
to push stronger gun control laws 
during his tenure and intends to keep 
working on it for the remaining 18 
months of his presidency. 

“The United States of 
America is the one advanced nation on 
earth in which we do not have sufficient 
commonsense gun safety laws — even 
in the face of repeated mass killing,” 
Mr. Obama told the BBC last month. 

Mr. Lott’s Crime Prevention 
Research Center published a study in 
July indicating that murder rates have 
fallen as the number of concealed carry 
handgun permits has skyrocketed. 

The number of permits 
issued is increasing every year — over 
1.7 million new permits were issued in 
2014, a 15.4 percent increase over 
2013, the largest such single-year jump 
ever, according to the report. 

Gun rights advocates say 
that such reports refute the liberal 
argument that more guns leads to more 
violence. 

Gun control advocates 
denounced the report. 

“Concealed carry killers are 
a threat to public safety. The evidence 
is clear that, all too often, private 


citizens use their concealed handguns 
to take lives, not to save them,” a 
statement from the Violence Policy 
Center’s Concealed Carry Killers page 
reads. 

- The Washington Times. Aug. 6, 2015 

Distribution of Military Gear to 
Police Is about to Tighten 

One year after military 
equipment was used by police in 
Ferguson, Mo., new federal guidelines 
will soon take effect. 

Programs that distribute 
military equipment — ranging from 
rifles to helicopters — to law 
enforcement agencies led to criticism 
that some police departments were 
becoming militarized and overly 
aggressive. 

The Pentagon’s Excess 
Property Program, known as the 1033 
Program, has distributed more than 
$5.1 billion in military equipment to 
some 8,000 federal and state law 
enforcement agencies since 1997. 

The Obama administration 
announced in May that it would no 
longer provide tracked vehicles, any 
aircraft, vessel or vehicle with a 
weapon installed on it, firearms larger 
than .50-caliber and grenade 
launchers. Other restrictions will take 
effect Oct. 1. 

Changes include requiring 
detailed justifications for certain kinds 
of “controlled” equipment, certifying that 
the necessary training is in place and 
providing evidence that a local civilian 
governing body has approved the 
request. 

The program came under 
heavy scrutiny after heavily armed 
police in Ferguson began using 
military-grade equipment to subdue 
crowds following the shooting death of 
18-year-old Michael Brown. 

Rear Adm. John Kirby, then 
the Pentagon press secretary, 
defended the 1033 Program last 
summer, saying it has assisted police 
across the country with counter¬ 
narcotics and counter-terrorism 
operations that “get right to the 
protection of the homeland.” 

Soon written justifications will 
be needed to transfer wheeled tactical 
vehicles like Humvees, riot gear, and a 
variety of firearms 

-- Washington Post, 14 August 2015 

US Torturers Lose 
Psychologists’ Cooperation 

By William Boardman 

American psychologists have 
voted overwhelmingly against helping 
their government torture people. In an 




even more radical step, the 

psychologists voted to obey 

international law, even in instances 
where US law tolerates war crimes or 
crimes against humanity. 

That would be really good 
news if there weren’t a huge exception: 
the psychologists also voted that it 
would be all right for them to take part 
in “constitutional” interrogations by 
federal, state, and local law 

enforcement in the US. Given the 
ragged history of US law enforcement, 
this is a loophole that could at any 
moment become another noose. 

Nevertheless, this action by 
the American Psychological 
Association (APA), the largest 
organization of professional 
psychologists in the US, represents a 
significant sea change in their 
professional ethics since their secret 
alliance with the Bush administration’s 
“dark side,” as Vice President Cheney 
characterized their crimes against 
humanity. This ethical change has 
taken almost a decade since some 
psychologists first started resisting their 
peers’ violation of the primary principle 
of their professional oath: “Take care to 
do no harm." 

The American Medical 
Association and the American 
Psychiatric Association have long 
barred their members from participating 
in torture sessions. By 2006, both 
medical profession organizations had 
formally prohibited their members from 
taking part in any CIA, military, or other 
Bush administration interrogations. This 
made cooptation of psychologists that 
much more attractive to an 
administration determined to torture 
people and lie about it no matter what 
the cost. 

Meeting in Toronto on August 
7, the APA Council of Representatives, 
the association’s governing body, 
adopted an anti-torture resolution by a 
vote of 157 to 1, with seven members 
not voting. The Council has 173 
members (almost all PhDs, none MDs), 
representing the APA’s membership of 
more than 122,500 psychologists in the 
US and Canada. 

The lone dissenter was retired 
colonel Larry James, representing APA 


Division 19, the Society of Military 
Psychologists. James practiced at Abu 
Ghraib and Guantanamo as a high- 
ranking Army intelligence psychologist. 
He claims that he was a mitigating 
force in those places, that he ended 
many abuses. The evidence compiled 
by the APA’s own outside investigation 
by the Sidley Austin law firm, the 542- 
page “Hoffman Report,” contradicts 
Larry James’ claims. 

— Reader Supported News, 14 Aug 15 

Exclusive: Priebus to Obama 
- Release the Secret 
Operation Fast and Furious 
Documents 

By Matthew Boyle 

Years after former Attorney General 
Eric Holder was held in both criminal 
and civil contempt of Congress, Pres. 
Obama continues to hide documents 
related to the Operation Fast and 
Furious gun walking scandal under 
what is generally considered a flimsy 
and imprecise use of presidential 
executive privilege. 

Because the scandal may be 
connected to the Garland, Texas 
terrorist attack earlier this year 
Republican National Committee 
chairman Reince Priebus is calling on 
the president to be transparent. 

“There are still many 
questions that have gone unanswered 
regarding the Fast and Furious gun 
walking scandal,” Priebus said in an 
email. “Should reports confirm illegal 
firearms fell into the hands of terrorists 
due to the debauched ATF operation, 
Americans deserve to know why.” 

Fast and Furious was put 
together by the Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives 
(ATF) as part of Project Gunrunner— 
started in the G. W. Bush 
administration but expanded under the 
Obama administration, in an effort to let 
guns get into the hands of criminals 
then track them back to higher ranking 
cartel operatives. 

More than a thousand guns 
were lost into the hands of criminals 
with no surveillance over them— and 
Border Patrol agent Brian Terry was 
murdered in Dec. 2010 with one of the 


guns. 

In early 2011 Congress 
launched an investigation into the 
scandal. Holder’s Department of 
Justice repeatedly refused to cooperate 
with congressional subpoenas. 

President Obama then 
asserted executive privilege over the 
documents Holder was hiding. The full 
House then voted Holder into contempt 
of Congress, making him the first sitting 
cabinet member in U.S. history to be 
held in both civil and criminal contempt. 

Congress sent the criminal 
contempt resolution to then U.S. 
Attorney for the District of Columbia 
Ronald Machen—who worked for 
Holder-- for prosecution. Under 
Holder’s DOJ, despite technically being 
required by law to bring forth criminal 
charges, Machen ignored it. 

The civil contempt resolution 
allowed Congress to fight the assertion 
of executive privilege via legal 
proceedings that are ongoing. It’s 
expected that Congress will eventually 
prevail since Obama’s assertion of 
privilege is so weak. 

It’s still unclear what is in the 
documents Obama asserted privilege 
over but the assertion itself appears to 
be without merit. That’s because there 
are two types of presidential executive 
privilege—the communications 

privilege and the deliberative process 
privilege - and the facts don’t support 
what the president did.. 

Use of the communications 
privilege would require that the 
president himself or his senior-most 
advisers were involved in the matter. 
But because the president has 
repeatedly denied that to be the case, 
an assertion of this type of privilege 
would mean Holder and Obama lied. 

Obama is using the 
deliberative process privilege, which is 
weak at best because the Supreme 
Court has typically held that such a 
privilege is invalidated by even the 
suspicion of government wrongdoing. 
Obama, Holder, DOJ, and ATF have all 
admitted that such government 
wrongdoing took place in Operation 
Fast and Furious. 

- www.breitbart.com 2015/08/02 
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